ruseg &l puoee Desert Tortoise Recovery Office
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MEMORANDUM July 18, 2005
To: Desert Tortoise Management Oversight Group

From: Desert Tortoise Recovery Coordinator, Nevada Fish and Wildlife Office, Reno
Subject: June 29, 2005, Meeting Summary

The Desert Tortoise Management Oversight Group met on June 29, 2005, at the USGS office in
Henderson, Nevada. The summary of the meeting follows.

Role of Desert Tortoise Recovery Office/MOG

Since the December 9, 2004, MOG meeting, FWS has staffed the Desert Tortoise Recovery
Office (DTRO). Roy Averill-Murray is the Desert Tortoise Recovery Coordinator and is located
in the Nevada Fish and Wildlife Office in Reno, Nevada. Three regional recovery coordinators
have also been hired: Sandy Marquez (Carlsbad Fish and Wildlife Office), Amy Salveter
(Ventura Fish and Wildlife Office), and Kim Field (Nevada Fish and Wildlife Office, Reno). The
DTRO will provide support to the MOG on range-wide desert tortoise issues and will work with
regional working groups (e.g., the California Desert Managers Group) on local and regional
issues. The DTRO has also established a Science Advisory Committee, which will assist the
DTRO with scientific expertise, advice, and product review.

Regional Working Groups and Recovery Plan Revision

The DTRO is currently initiating the revision of the 1994 desert tortoise recovery plan. This
process involves working with regional working groups, including managers, scientists, and
stakeholders, to conduct updated threats assessments and develop regional recovery action plans.
These recovery action plans will form the basis of a revised recovery plan. In California, the
Desert Managers Group has organized a Desert Tortoise Recovery Planning and Implementation
Work Group to facilitate this process. In Nevada, the Clark County MSHCP’s Implementation
and Monitoring Committee/Desert Tortoise Work Group will form the core recovery planning
work group, with additional representation from Lincoln and Nye counties.

The best way to organize work groups for Arizona and Utah was discussed at the meeting. The
general consensus was that there should be a single group for the two states, given the small size
of the area and overlapping issues and agency representatives. The DTRO will begin formally
organizing this work group in the coming weeks. The Washington County, Utah, MSHCP’s
Habitat Conservation Advisory Committee may provide core personnel for the work group. A
final issue to resolve is the most appropriate work group for Lincoln County’s participation,
given its position between Clark County and Utah/Arizona. The DTRO will work with the
affected representatives to identify the most appropriate/efficient place to participate.



MOG Meeting Summary July 18, 2005

Research Meeting

The DTRO/SAC will host a research meeting in the fall or early winter. All researchers
permitted to work with the desert tortoise will present a summary of work completed this season
and study results to date. This meeting will not take the place of the Desert Tortoise Council
Symposium. However, given the fact that not all researchers present on the DTCS, the DTRO
research meeting will be a required forum for dissemination of current research activities as part
of the recovery permitting process.

Status of Range-wide Monitoring

QA/QC for the 2004 data has been completed. QA/QC for 2001-2003 data will be done in July.
A meeting of the monitoring program’s principal investigators is scheduled for mid-August to
plan analyses needed to complete a report of monitoring conducted to date by the end of the year.
A forum for managers will be held this fall/winter to verbally present analyses, get feedback, and
prepare for the 2006 field season. A critical issue with the monitoring program, which was
identified by the GAO’s audit of the recovery program, as well as the Desert Tortoise Recovery
Plan Assessment Committee, is the need for secured funding for a comprehensive program. To
date, virtually all monitoring funds have been directed to field surveys with little allocated to
QA/QC, analysis, and reporting. This disparity in funding allocation has led to delays in the
dissemination of monitoring results. The DTRO continues to work toward balancing the program
to complete all monitoring activities in a timely manner.

Fire

The current fire season was a significicant, range-wide topic of discussion at the meeting. Many
acres of tortoise habitat have already burned in each state or are at risk. There was consensus that
suppression of fires as soon as possible is of the utmost importance and may require aggressive
techniques. Steve Thompson will send a memo to BLM and FWS field offices encouraging the
use of appropriate tactics.

The question of pros and cons of using fire retardants that contain nitrogen (given that nitrogen
facilitates exotic annual grass production) to suppress fires in tortoise habitat was raised. There
are no known research studies specifically on this topic, but it may be an important topic to
consider in the future.

Coordination of restoration acitivies will be especially important this season. BLM indicated that
not enough seed bank is available for all restoration needs. BAER processes can be slow, so
Steve reiterated that FWS will provide support to move through those processes as quickly as
possible. Additional research is needed on the effectiveness of reseeding and/or pre-emergent
herbicide treatments in desert restoration efforts following fires. Native seed mixes appear to be
in shorter supply than mixes that contain non-native species, so questions regarding native-seed
harvest, what constraints exist on such harvest that affect price and availability, and whether such
harvest may actually cause adverse impacts (e.g., mechanical harvest disrupting soil and
facilitating spread of invasive species) also need to be addressed.

Roy C. Averill-Murray
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